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which it has to ensure under Article 8 of tho mandate. Tho wishes
of the petitioners, in so far as they relate to tho oHtablinhmont in Syria
of a unitary state, thus seem as much contrary to tho inandato an those
of their opponents who would like independence to bo granted to a
territory which would be neither Syria nor the Lebanon.

In the light of these considerations, the Commissioji included the
following passage in its report to the League Council :

The Commission,

Having taken cognisance of the petitions in fivo Borios regarding the
general organization of the territories of the Levant under French
mandate transmitted by the French Government in its letter of the
16th June, 1933 ;

Having heard, on the subject of these petitions, the accredited repre-
sentative of the Mandatory Power at the present session, and bearing
in mind the statements made by the High ComtniHWoner for Syria and
the Lebanon at its twenty-second session:

Considers that the petitioners3 wishes for the creation in Syria of a
unitary state as well as their wish that full independence should be
granted to any part of the territory under mandate other than Kyria or
the Lebanon are contrary to the fundamental charter of the inandato ;

Wishes the Mandatory Power all success in tho difficult tank in which
it is engaged of reconciling the aspirations towards full independence*
of the populations placed under its tutelage with the guaranteeing of
the rights and interests of the minorities among those populations,

Meanwhile, in Syria, the conversations on the subject of the pro-
jected treaty, which were resumed, ia ^February 1933, between the
French High Commissioner and the Syrian. Government, were being
carried on to the accompaniment of a rising tension of feeling. In
April, they were interrupted by the resignation of tho two nationalist
members of the Damascus Cabinet ; and none of the nationalist
deputies took part in a session on the 8th May at which tho moderate
majority of the Chamber gave the Government a unanimouB vote
of confidence in their policy of proceeding with the treaty negotia-
tions.1 At this juncture Monsieur Ponsot fell ill ; and tho negotiations
were not resumed until after the arrival of his successor, Moxiaieur
de Martel, at Bayriit on the 12th October, 1933. Thereafter, on the
3rd November, there was a new outbreak of violence at Damascus,
which was followed on the Uth by the resignation of one of the two
moderates in the Cabinet. It was in these circumstances that, on
the 16th November, the Cabinet empowered the Prime Minister,
Haqql Bey al-'Azm, to sign the treaty, and that the Prime Minister
duly gave it his signature on the same day.

e vote of confidence was explicitly on this point. See the extract from
the oyratn Government's foregoing declaration to the Chamber in tho Minutes
of the Twenty-Fifth Session of the Permanent Mandates GoinmiHgion, p. 56.